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How Good Are f)ur

. Did the Central Intell]gtmca
Agency misjudge the stlengtﬁ that
Castro and his militia could muster in
the recent “invasion” fiasco? '

i A CIA spokesman, declining to be
oted by name, declares the- charge.
ig ridiculous. But other Washington
sburces (including some in position to
know) still maintain that- the super-
secret agents of Allen Dulles decided
the time was ripe to strike and that a
few hundred ill-trained insurgents _
could give Cuba's Castro his final =
what-for.

. And {f the report is true, or even

partlally factual, #t’s a serious mdict
ment.

As any effective espmnage agency
must be, the CIA  is sheathed from
* public prying. Except for token re-
ports to secret Congressional commit-
‘. tees, it is required . to make no ac-
.. Y

-kerchief with ineffectuals:in-Laos? =+
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counti for tham y it

'noredntgo be mﬁrogt%zn!tﬁ i
annually) or the activities of its )

tives (more than 10.000) But fo¥
us complain abouf the ‘money ortho
secrecy unti] we'fe confronted -with3
facts that are, to*?e gene,wps. myst}fx

Is the CIA actually doing an ef- ¥
fective job of spyihg? . §

Was.the U-2 incident just an accl
denta] bobble? .

. How pxcuse the lack of advante 1n
‘telligencé on the Japanese riots that :
embayrassed President Eis enhower
too late to get off the hook? Cd

Why did we play drop-the-hand- j

. What, in truth, about Cuba?
We are, concededly, critical; it is'y
easy‘ato be cr.iticﬂ from ﬁlm ln ﬂ'ﬁrth
t we i
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